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The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 

rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kuroda, 
Wajima or Sugiyama in view of Tsuji or Onishi. 

Kuroda, Wajima and Sugiyama teach the piezoelectric resonator except they do not use 
laminated substrates with integral capacitors. However, Tsuji and Onishi teach mounting 
piezoelectric resonators on substrates provided as laminated layers incorporating circuit elements 
in an integral construction. Thus, to provide an very compact self contained piezo resonator as 
shown by Tsuji or Onishi it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to use 
laminated substrates with Kuroda, Wajima or Sugiyama. Note that once the electric circuit is 
designed. The physical arachatecture of the ceramic piezo elements and capacitor electrodes is 
dictated and thus providing that structure would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art. 

Further cited of interest are Yachi and Koyama. 
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